in England, and generally looked after them and encouraged them in many ways in those early difficult years. They became very close friends and that friendship remained strong until Lauterpacht's premature death from cancer in 1960. In many ways, it must have been rather an attraction of opposites, for they were very different For Lauterpacht, the subject of public international law (he hardly found occasion to mention private international law) was the thing. McNair, on the other hand, was convinced that a student must first thoroughly study a municipal system, including constitutional law, after which he might then turn to the study of public international law. 
Lauterpacht would sometimes summon me for an afternoon walk in the country round Cambridge. I knew very well that the walking would not be very serious, but the talking would be. Sometimes it would be about something that I had to do, such as to write another article for the British Year Book of International Law, of which he was then sole editor. At other times, he would suggest a subject I might write about My article on codification was such a piece. It was entirely my article, but the subject had been his idea. At times he would want to talk about something that had upset him. One such occasion followed the publication of Charles de Visscher's Theories et rialitis en droit international public in 1953.1 had not read it at the time that we had this long 'walk' about it It seemed to Lauterpacht to be a mischievous and subversive work, though I think most people would now agree that it was one of the most important international law works of the time. (It should be added, however, that Lauterpacht, as editor of the BYbIL, printed a superbly written, critical but highly appreciative review of de Visscher by the late Dr. Mervyn Jones, a pupil and disciple of McNair, whose early death from diabetes was a dire loss to international law and to Cambridge international law in particular.) There were also times when Lauterpacht would want to talk about quite different matters: faculty politics and its members, family, music, especially some new record he had bought, his plans for lectures or publications, and so on. Hersch Lauterpacht's scholariy work, whether in books, articles or judicial opinions, is renowned, and certainly needs no comment from me. But there was another side to his work in international law about which I do want to say a word. He was a remarkable teacher, something that great scholars and thinkers by no means always achieve or even wish to achieve. Lauterpacht was a firm believer in the virtue and efficacy of taking trouble over things. This certainly applied to his teaching. The lectures I think he most enjoyed were the twice-weekly ones of the general course in public international law. There was always a large audience, mostly the undergraduates just beginning on international law, for whom the lectures were primarily intended, but there would also be a sprinkling of graduates and dons who found that Lauterpacht's treatment of the elements gave them plenty of new ideas to think about He liked to lecture late in the morning, not earlier than 11 o'clock. The reason for this was that he would set aside the earlier part of the morning to look over his already carefully prepared lecture notes once more, immerse himself again in thinking about the morning's topic, and make sure that the organization and structure of the lecture were right These lectures always had some fresh ideas or illuminating ways of explaining things, and they were models of style and presentation.
Great and learned scholar that he was, he still had complete sympathy with beginners and their difficulties. He liked young people. He demanded complete attention in his lectures, for international law was for him a very serious matter indeed. One did not expect any of the sly, pawky jokes that lightened McNair's also distinguished, but very different, lectures. It was Lauterpacht himself who once told me of an occasion in one of his lectures when he felt he had been a little hard on two undergraduates in his audience. These two, a young man and a young woman, annoyed him by whispering together and smiling at each other, generally seeming to be more interested in each other than in international law. So Lauterpacht stopped his discourse and gently but firmly rebuked them, after which they gave themselves soberly to their note-taking. At the end of the lecture they both came up to him to apologize, and explained that they were very sorry but that it so happened that they had become engaged to each other that morning before they came to the lecture. Lauterpacht told me he was then so sorry to think that he might have cast even just a light shadow over their very special morning that he went straight out and bought them a small piece of silver as an engagement present It was typical of his very warm heart, his kindness and generosity.
Lauterpacht also ran a famous weekly seminar for graduate students of international law. He would usually come along to these meetings with some problempossibly some legal conundrum arising from a case he was involved in -and this would provide the stimulus for a general discussion. He did not necessarily expect to reach firm conclusions. He would be happy if he had demonstrated to us that there was a lot more to this particular question than we had previously suspected. I remember he once began a seminar by asking a simple question. I forget what the question was, but it was one to which the usual answer could easily be found in almost any text book. Some member of the seminar then confidently provided the stock answer. There followed quite a longish pause -Lauterpacht was a master of the pause, both in lectures and seminars. Then, with a puzzled frown, he said in his strong accent (which he never lost) 'Is that so?' Another pause and another 'Is that so?' Then it gradually dawned on the members of the seminar that perhaps the stock answer to this question did not go to the root of the matter, and that there was something here that called for much more careful thought than had usually been given to it This encouragement to re-examine some of the stock elementary propositions was a very effective, as well as a very healthy, teaching tool.
On the question of accent, Lauterpacht had apparently been quite unconscious that he still had an accent in his spoken Rnglish until he was persuaded to give a legal talk about some problem of international law on the Third Programme' of the BBC -that former glory of English civilization, alas no more. He told me that, on the day it was broadcast, he settled down at home to listen to his own talk. He was apparently astonished to hear what seemed to him an altogether strange voice with a strong continental accent He acted quickly. He turned off the wireless, got himself a whisky and decided then and there never to broadcast again. And indeed he never did.
